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A 

DEFENCE 


OF  THE 

MAJORITY. 


l^Hjjf^  H  E  Defence  of  the  Mino- 
^T^r%  rity  is  writ  with  a  Spirit 

and  Eloquence  of  Stile 
which  fufficiently  diftinguilhes  it 
from  the  vulgar  and  ordinary  Pro¬ 
ductions  of  Party  Writers.  It  is  fu- 
perior  to  the  low  Scurrility  and  per- 
fonal  Acrimony  which  of  late  have 

P>  fupplied 
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fupplied  the  want  of  Argument, 
Fad  and  Convidion ;  but  which  do 
not  therefore  become  by  any  Means 
Jefs  acceptable  to  a  Clafs  of  Ad¬ 
mirers,  who  are  apt  to  miftake  the 
Virulence  of  Abufe  for  Wit,  and  the 
Malignity  of  Envy  for  a  difmterefted 
and  generous  Independance.  It 
contains  however  an  Appeal  to  the 

Feelings  and  Underdandings  of  Man¬ 
kind  ;  and  fubmits  the  Condud  of 
Two  Hundred  and  Twenty  Gentle¬ 
men  to  the  Decifion  of  the  Public. 
In  this  Light,  I  have  a  Right  in  com¬ 
mon  with  every  other  Man  to  enter 
freely  into  the  Difcuffion  of  it,  and 
to  exprefs  my  Cenfure  or  Approba¬ 
tion  of  it,  together  with  the  Reafons 
that  influence  my  Opinion.  This 

1  am  the  more  readily  inclined  to  do. 
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as  it  is  too  bold  in  its  AfTertions,  and 
too  plaufible  in  its  Argument,  not 
to  deceive  many  who,  though  not 
naturally  inclined  to  think  ill  of 
Miniders  only  becaufe  they  are  Mi¬ 
nifies,  have  not  the  Means  of  ob¬ 
taining  that  Information  which  is 
neceffary  to  confute  aitful  and  falla¬ 
cious  Reprelentations,  contrived  to 
feduce  their  Affedions,  and  to  mif- 
lead  their  Judgments.  It  is  to  fuch 
only  that  I  addrefs  myfelf ;  for  as  to 
thole  who  are  under  the  Influence 
and  Prejudice  of  Party,  I  by  no 
means  exped  to  gam  their  Atten¬ 
tion,  much  lefs  do  I  attempt  their 
Convidion:  Time  and  the  Experi¬ 
ence  of  themfelves  and  others  will 
do  that  by  Degrees  which  no  Argu¬ 
ments  can  effed  ;  the  well-in tention- 

B  2  ed 
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ed  will  fooner  or  later  return  to  their 

natural  Biafs,  and  the  others  will 

become,  at  length,  the  Dupes  and 

Victims  to  their  Avarice  or  Ambi- 
tion. 

I  (hall  make  no  Difficulty  to  begin 
by  declaring  that  I  am  neither  the 
Author  of  the  Letter  alluded  to, 
nor  do  I  know  who  the  Author  is  • 

I  have  never  read  the  Thing  itfelf, 
nor  from  the  Idea  I  have  now  con¬ 
ceived  of  it,  do  I  defire  to  read  it. 
As  I  am  not  interefted  therefore  in 
juflifying  that  Paper,  I  Ihall  con¬ 
tent  myfelf  with  making  only  fome 
general  Obfervations  upon  the  Work 
before  me,  which  I  ihall  endeavour 
to  do  with  Fairnefs,  Truth  and  Sin- 
ce  r.ty ,  arid  by  endeavouring  to 
flate  b  acts  ar.d  Tranfaflions  as  they 
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really  arc,  fhall  undertake  the  only 

% 

effe&ual  Defence  of  the  Majority. 

The  Defender  then  fets  out  with 
arraigning  the  Candour,  and  attack¬ 
ing  the  Credit  of  the  Writer  in  the 
Gazetteer ,  for  having  mis-ftated  and 
mifreprefented  the  Motion  made  in 
the,  Houle  of  Commons,  viz. 
“  Whether  a  General  Warrant  from 
a  Secretary  of  State  be  warrantable 
by  Law  or  not.”  In  order  to  prove 
this  a  Mifreprefentation,  he  tells  you 
he  has  been  at  the  Pains  of  tran- 
fcribing  the  Motion  out  of  the  Votes, 
and  gives  it  you  as  follows:  “  That 
a  General  Warrant  for  apprehending 
and  feizing  the  Authors,  Printers, 
and  Publifhers  of  a  feditious  Libel, 
together  with  their  Papers,  is  not 
warranted  by  Law.”  This  he  re- 

prelents 
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piCiChts  ns  formed  upon  the  ftirle 
Cafe  before  them  ;  upon  this  he  every 
where  ffates  his  whole  Argument. 
What  fhall  we  fay  now  of  this  Au¬ 


thor  s  Candour,  if  we  find  upon 
Examination  that  he '  has  himfelf 
mis-flated  the  Motion ;  that  the  Mo¬ 


tion,  as  he  has  given  it,  was  by  tlie 
Houfe  adjudged  to  be  fo  little  formed 
upon  the  fingle  Cafe  before  them,  at 
leaf!  fo  little  ecjual  to  the  Cafe  before 
them,  that  they  found  it  neceflary, 
the  Courfe  oi  the  Debate,  to  alter 
and  amend  it  for  that  very  Reafon, 
by  common  Agreement  of  all  Par¬ 
ties  ?  The  Author  has  tranfonbed  the 
Motion  as  it  was  made  upon  the  i  yth 
of  February;  he  will  give  me  Leave 
to  trail  fen  be  it  as  it  flood  amended 
on  the  17  th,  to  which  the  Debate 
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had  been  adjourned ;  which  I  have 
my  Realons  for  inferting,  as  he,liad 
doubtlefs  his  Reafcns  for  omitting 
it :  “  That  a  General  Warrant  for 

apprehending  and  feizing  the  Au¬ 
thors,  Printers,  and  Publifhers  of  a 
feditious  and  treafonabh  Libel,  to¬ 
gether  with  their  Papers,  is  not  war¬ 
ranted  by  Law ;  although  fuch  Wt ar¬ 
rant  hath  been  iffued  according  to 
the  Ufage  of  Office ,  and  hath  been 
frequently  produced  to ,  and  fo  far 
as  appears  to  this  Houfe ,  the  V’ ali - 
dity  thereof  hath  never  been  debated 
in  the  Court  of  King’s-Benchy  but 
the  Parties  thereupon  have  beeti  fre¬ 
quently  bailed  by  the  faid  Court  C 
Thus  flood  the  Queftion,  as  a- 
mended  by  theConfent  of  thofe  who 
moved  it ;  it  was  therefore  fuch  as 

thev 
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they  had  adopted  ;  it  was  the  only 
Quedion  under  Confideration  of  the 
Houfe,  when  they  voted  to  adjourn 
it  for  four  Months.  The  Public 
will  judge  how  fairly  lt'has  been  re- 
prefented  by  the  Defender  of  the 
Minority.  I  will  only  obferve,  that 
it  was  fo  altered,  in  order  to  give 
the  Public  a  true  Idea  of  the  Cafe 
upon  which  this  Quedion  was  agi¬ 
tated  ;  that  the  Warrant  of  Lord 
Halifax  was  not  for  a  feditious,  but 
for  a  feclitious  and  treafonable  Libel ; 

and  that  the  Circumdance  of  having 
admitted  to  bailPerfons  apprehended 
under  fuch  Warrants,  indead  of  giv¬ 
ing  them  their  full  Difcharge,  is  of 
fo  much  Importance  to  the  Quedion 
of  the  Legality  of  the  Warrants,  that 
in  the  Opinion  of  an  old,  experi¬ 
enced 
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enced  and  able  Lawyer  upon  that 
Occalion,  who  will  ever  be  efteemed 
an  Honour  to  the  Profeftion,  it  im¬ 
plies  no  lefs  than  an  Imputation  of 
Perjury,  to  fuppofe  fuch  Pra&ice  to 
have  prevailed  in  the  Court  of  King  s 
Bench,  unlefs  the  Legality  of  the 
Warrants  had  been  at  the  fame  Time 
acknowledged  by  that  Court. 

The  Public  being  thus  in  Poflef- 
fton  of  the  true  State  of  the  Queftion 
itlelf,  I  now  proceed  to  examine 
the  Reafoning  of  the  Defender  upon 
the  Queftion. 

Had  the  Motion  been  general,  as 
ftated  by  the  Gazetteer ,  “  Whether  a 
General  Warrant  from  a  Secretary 
of  State  be  warrantable  by  Law  or 

not?  it  feems  the  Author  is  of  Opi- 

C  nion, 
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nion,  that  it  would  have  been  fuch, 
as  a  thinking  and  honed  Man  might 
very  fairly  and  confidently  have 
voted  againfi ,  though  he  had  voted 
for  the  Motion  limited  only  to  the 
Cafe  of  feditious  Libels.”  I  mod 
readily  agree  with  him,  that  the  two 
Propodtions  are  highly  different ;  as 

different  as  an  honed  Zeal  for  the 
Liberties  of  the  Subject  (though 
perhaps,  in  my  Judgment,  as  well 
as  that  of  the  Defender  himfelf, 
a  midaken  on e),  and  a  captious 
and  partial  Pretence,  calculated  to 
ferve  no  Purpofes  but  the  Purpofes 
of  Party ;  to  amufe  the  Public  with 
the  Sound  of  Liberty  ;  to  obtain,  un¬ 
der  that  fpecious  Plea,  a  larger  Di- 
vifion  in  Parliament ;  and  by  an  ex 

poji 
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fofl  faBo  Refolution,  that  could  ex- 
tend  to  reach  no  further  than  to  a 
particular  and  recent  Inffance,  to 
fquint  a  Cenfure  of  Blame,  Oppref- 
preffion  and  Innovation  upon  the 
uninterrupted  Practice  of  Office, 
juftffied  by  Precedents  produced 
from  the  Time  of  the  Revolution, 
reaching  back  perhaps  to  the  re- 
motefl;  Times,  and  combined  with 
the  very  Effence  of  Government. 
The  two  Proportions  are  fo  diiierent 
to  my  Apprehenlion,  that  the  one 
takes  away  from  the  executive  Power, 
an  Authority  which  may  frequently 
be  found  effential  to  the  very  Being 
of  the  State;  the  other  is  merely 
trifling  with  the  Public,  by  profeffing 
to  give  them  a  Security  to  their  Li- 

C  2  berties, 
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berties,  when,  in  Fad,  no  fuch 
Security  was  intended  * 

It  fhould  Teem  as  if  feditious  Li¬ 
bels  were  considered  by  the  Gentle¬ 
men  of  the  Minority  as  a  Sort  of 
harmlefs  Sport,  a  mere  Exercife  of 
Wit  and  Talents,  and  an  innocent 


*  It  may  not  be  amifs  to  obferve,  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  modern  Practice  of  this  modern  Office , 
that  the  Office  is  mentioned  amongft  the  firft 
Officers  of  State  upwards  of  200  Years  ago,  in 
the  Act  of  Precedency  31ft  H.  VIII.  by  which 
it  is  enaded,  That  the  King’s  Chief  Secretary 
fhould  take  place  above  all  others  of  his  Rank 
and  Degree;  and  that  though  the  various  Papers 
and  Volumes  of  Record  which  were  brought  to 
jufliry  and  confirm  the  Pradice,  were  confined 
only  to  the  Date  of  the  Revolution,  it  fhould 
by  no  means  be  underftood  that  it  then  took 
its  Rife,  having  been  frequently  pradifed  in 
former  Reigns ;  but  that  Date  was  moft  efpe- 
cially  chofen  as  the  happy  Mra,  of  our  Liberties 
being  confirmed,  and  theConftitution  eftablifhed 
upon  its  prefent  Foundation. 


E  xertion 
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Exertion  of  the  Liberty  of  the  Prefs. 
Perhaps  they  may  Pile  this  very  Li¬ 
bel,  upon  which  their  Complaint  is 
founded,  an  irreverent  Papery  a  li¬ 
centious  Paper ;  that  the  unhappy 
Man  has  gone  rather  into  a  blame- 
able  Excefs;  that  they  do  not  pre¬ 
tend  to  juftify  it. — Parliament  has 
given  it  another  Stile :  It  ftands 
branded  by  their  Refolution  “  as  a 
falfe,  fcandalous  and  feditious  Libel, 
containing  Expreftions  of  the  moll; 
unexampled  Infolence  and  Con¬ 
tumely  towards  his  Majefty,  the 
grofleft  Afperfions  upon  both  Houfes 
of  Parliament,  and  the  moft  auda¬ 
cious  Defiance  of  the  whole  Legifla- 
ture:  moft  manifeftly  tending  to 
alienate  the  AffedHons  of  the  Peo¬ 
ple  from  his  Majefty,  to  withdraw 

them 
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them  from  their  Obedience  to  the 
Laws  of  the  Realm,  and  to  excite 
them  to  traitorous  Infnrre&ions  a- 
gainft  his  Majefty’s  Government.” 
Do  fuch  Attempts  as  thefe  fo  little 
intereft  the  Dignity  of  Government 
and  the  public  Peace,  as  to  require 
to  be  excepted  by  an  exprefs  Vote  of 
Parliament,  and  to  be  conhdered  as 
no  higher  an  Offence  againjl  the  State 
than  the  publijhing  a  Libel  f  Such 
are  the  Defenders  Words ;  fuch  the 

manner  in  which  thefe  true  and  tem- 

* 

Perate  Friends  to  Liberty  difclaim 
the  Sentiments  of  that  abominable 

l 

Paper,  which,  if  it  had  been  ad¬ 
judged  to  have  excited,  inftead  of 
tending  to  excite,  would  have  been 
no  lefs  a  Crime  againfh  the  State  than 

that 
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that  of  High-Treafon,  without  any 
Palliation  whatfoever. 

Such  then  is  the  Tendernefs  and 
Concern  of  the  Defender  of  the  Mi¬ 
nority,  for  the  Peace  and  good  Or¬ 
der  of  Government,  and  the  public 
Security  :  Let  us  now  examine,  whe¬ 
ther  he  has  been  more  truly  zealous 
in  the  fecuring  the  Liberties  of  the 
Individual,  and  “  defending  the 
undoubted  and  undifputed  Birth- 
Right  of  the  Subject.”  The  Mo¬ 
tion,  take  it  as  it  was  moved  by  Sir 

W.  M - bf  and  feconded  by  Sir 

G.  S - lie,  on  the  1 4th,  or  as  it 

1  % 

(food  amended  in  the  adjourned 
Debate  on  the  1 7th,  contains  what  ? 
it  contains  a  Refolution  of  onePIoufe 
of  Parliament,  which  thereiore  is 
only  a  Declaration  of  their  Senfe  of 

the 
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the  Law,  not  a  judicial  Determina¬ 
tion  of  Law,  which  might  be  pleaded 
in  a  Court  of  Judicature,  that  a 
General  Warrant  for  feizing  Au¬ 
thors,  Printers  and  Publifhers  of  a 
foditious  (and  treafonable)  Libel,  to¬ 
gether  with  their  Papers,  is  not  war¬ 
ranted  by  Law.  This  Refolution 
then  would  have  been  the  only  Me¬ 
dium  that  could  be  found ;  the  ex- 
aft  and  precife  Remedy  to  the  Evil 
complained  of;  which,  “  without 
Jlirring  captioujly  fo  delicate  a  £%ue- 
Jlion  of  Govermnent ,  as  that  which 
they  are  with  fo  little  Candour  charg¬ 
ed  with,”  would  have  been  fufficient 
to  have  quieted  the  Fears  that  had 
been  fo  induftrioufly  infufed  into 
the  Minds  of  Men  upon  this  illegal 
and  arbitrary  Proceeding.  Let  us 

fee 
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fee  then  what  real  Security  this  Re- 
folution  would  have  given ;  and 
whether,  with  all  the  Care,  Accu- 
■  racy  and  Nicety  with  which  it  was 
drawn,  the  Cenfure  of  it  might  not 
podibly  have  been  evaded  by  fome 
future  Secretary  of  State  in  limilar 
Inftances.  If  he  granted  the  War¬ 
rants  general ,  and  for  feizing  the 
Papers ,  he  would,  I  confefs,  ftand 
condemned  under  this  Refolution  ; 
but  fuppofe,  as  a  poflible  Cafe,  he 
fhould  have  granted  a  particular 
Warrant,  deferibing  thePerfon,  for  the 
feizing  the  Papers,  and  a  general  War¬ 
rant  for  apprehending  the  Authors , 
Printers  and  PuhliJJoers ;  I  would 
be  glad  to  know  whether  either  of 

thefe  Warrants  would  fall  under  this 

/ 

Refolution  ;  or  whether, if  the  Words 

D  treafon-  - 
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treaionable  Practices  were  inferted 
(and  endeavouring  to  excite  to  Trea- 
fon,  1  fhould  fulpedt  to  be  a  trea- 
fonable  Practice)  whether,  in  that 
Cafe,  a  General  Warrant  might  not 
pafs  uncenfured,  including  both  the 
Perlbns  and  Papers.  It  theie  Eva¬ 
sions  could  indeed  fruftrate  that  Re¬ 
solution,  as  I  conceive  they  would, 

J 

I  hope  I  may  be  pardoned  in  having 
affected,  that  this  Refolution  was 
offering  a  Security  to  Liberty,  which 
theie  very  Gentlemen  themfelves,  if 
ever  they  fhould  be  fo  happy  as  to  be¬ 
come  Ministers,  were  left  at  full  Li¬ 
berty  to  fruftrate  and  evade,  as  of¬ 
ten  as  they  fhould  fee  Occafion,  and 
* 

would  corifequently  amount,  in  Ef¬ 
fect,  to  juft  no  Security  at  all. 
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.  If  the  Liberty  of  the  Subject  be 
the  only  Gbjed  to  be  confidered, 
and  it  is  proved  to  be  incompatible 
with  General  Warrants  in  one  In- 
ftance,  it  is  inconliftent  with  the 
fame  Warrants  in  any  other.  A 
future  Minifter  may  change  a  Word 
only  in  the  Form,  and  fubjed  us  to 
the  fame  Evil :  Liberty  demands  that 
there  ffiould  not  be  left  a  Poffibility 
of  Danger :  if  you  grant  us  no  more, 
you  grant  us  nothing.  II,  on  the 
other  Hand,  the  Safety  of  the  public 
Weal,  in  which  is  included  the  Li¬ 
berty  of  each  Individual,  ought  to 
over-ballance  that  Poffibility  (and 
Experience  has  proved  it  is  only  a 
Poffibility)  of  Danger  to  the  Rights 
and  Liberties  of  the  Subjed ;  if  that 
be  the  Sentiment,  and  I  believe  it 

D  2 
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was  the  Sentifcnent  or  every  realon— 

ing  Man  upon  the  Occafton,' _ . 

let  us  not  amufe  Mankind,  and 
make  that  Exception  only  to  our 
general  Reafoning,  which  will  give 
them  no  Benefit,  and  is,  perhaps, 
of  all  other,  the  Infiance  the  moft 
dangerous  to  the  public  Quiet.  I 
ieel  that  in  the  prefent  Temper  of 
the  Times,  one  is  almoft  afraid  to 
call  any  thing  a  Libel.  Private  Cha¬ 
racters  are  at  the  Mercy  of  every 
namelefs  Scribbler:  the  moft  fecret 
Anecdotes  of  Domeftic  Life  are  ex- 
poled,  miftaken,  milreprefented,  by 
Men  who  are  Strangers  to  your  Cha¬ 
racter,  your  Perlon,  and  almoft  to 
your  Name.  This,  however,  is  a 
private  Evil,  and  has  this  Remedy, 
that  by  degrees  Abufe  will  lofe  its 

Poignan- 
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Poignancy,  and  Malice  itfelf  will 
be  filent  when  fhe  finds  herfelf  no 
longer  attended  to.  But  the  Cafe 
of  feditious  Writings  is  of  more  ge¬ 
neral  Mifchief.  It  is  the  fubtle 
Poifon  that  creeps  imperceptibly 
through  every  Vein;  the  Seed  of 
Jealou fv,  Revolt,  and  Civil  Difcord  ; 

•  and  is  at  lead;  the  Parent  of  Trea- 
fbn,  if  not  the  Offspring  of  it. 

■  The  next  Thing  the  Defender  of 
the  Minority  undertakes  to  lay  be¬ 
fore  the  Public,  is  the  Proceeding 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
which  he  complains  has  been  as 
grofsly  mifreprefented  in  the  Ga-  - 

zetteer ,  as  the  Motion  had  been  mif- 
ftated.  He  afferts,  with  a  very  pe¬ 
remptory  Decifion,  “  that  the  Quef- 
tion  of  the  Legality  of  the  Warrants 


is 
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is  not  now  fuh  judice ,  nor  has  ever 
been  in  a  Courfe  of  legal  Determi¬ 
nation/'  To  prove  this  Affertion 
he  has  given  Extracts  in  his  Notes 
out  of  the  feveral  Bills  of  Exceptions, 
and  endeavours  to  prove  from  them, 
“  that  the  only  Queftion  now  in  le¬ 
gal  Iffue,  or  that  can  be  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  Court,  is,  whether  a  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  be  a  Juftice  of  Peace  ; 
I  fuppofe  he  means  within  the  Senfe 
of  the  Act  of  the  yth  of  James  I.  and 
the  24th  of  George  II.  I  would  be 
glad  to  know,  whether  by  the  Words 
now  in  legal  would  imply  what 

he  firft  afferts,  that  the  Queftion  of 
the  Warrants  never  has  been  in  Iftue 
before  the  Court;  or  whether  he 
means  within  the  ftricft  Senfe  of 
them,  that  in  thofe  feveral  Bills  of 

Ex- 
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Exceptions  the  Parties  have  thought 
fit  to  reft  their  Appeal  upon  Lord 
Hallifax  not  having  been  made  a 
Party  to  the  Bill,  without  inftfting 
upon  the  Legality  of  the  Warrants 
under  which  they  added. 

In  the  feveral  Caufes  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  in 
Confequence  of  thefe  Warrants,  it 
is  neceffary  to  obferve  there  are  two 
different  Complaints.  The  one  is 
tor  having  added  under  an  illegal 
Warrant,  as  in  the  Adion  by  Wilkes 
againft  Wood \  where  the  Legality 
of  the  Warrant  is  the  foie  Thing  in 

IJfue ;  in  barr  of  which  Adion,  Mr. 

\ 

Wood  is  advifed  by  his  Council  to 
plead  that  Lord  Hallifax  was  not 
made  a  Pa  ty,  according  to  the  7th 
of  James  I. 'and  24th  or  Georg- e  II. 


nr  1  * 

I  h  is 
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This  Plea  however  is  over-ruled ;  tlie 
Court  proceed  to  determine  the 

Caufe,  and  adtually  give  Damages 
to  the  Plaintiff ;  by  which  the  War- 
rant  ftands  condemned.  The  Bill 
of  Exceptions  is  only  in  the  Nature 
of  an  Appeal  from  this  Decilion. 
The  other  Ground  of  Complaint,  as 
in  the  Adtion  brought  by  William 
Huckell  againft  one  of  the  Meffen- 
gers,  is  twofold ;  for  having  acted  un¬ 
der  an  illegal  Warrant,  and  for  having 
miftaken  the  Objedt  of  that  Warrant, 
in  apprehending  one  who  was  nei¬ 
ther  Author,  Printer,  or  Publisher 

of  the  Libel  therein  fpecified.  In 

•  *  _ 

this  latter  Inftance  it  is  evident  that 
the  pleading  the  Legality  of  the 
Warrants  would  be  of  noEffedt;  it 
is  particularly  expreffed  in  the  Bill 

of 
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of  Exceptions  quoted  in  the  Note, 
ic  That  fuch  Seizure  and  Imprifon- 
ment  were  not  made  or  done  in  Obe¬ 
dience  to  the  faid  Warrant ;  nor  had 
the  faid  Defendants,  or  any  of  them 
in  that  Behalf,  any  Authority  thereby . 
It  was  equally  ineffectual  to  make 
Ule  of  the  other  Plea  in  barr  of  the 
ACtion,  viz.  that  Lord  Hallifax 
had  not  been  made  a  Party,  fince  it 
was  evident  they  had  not  aCted  un¬ 
der  any  Authority  from  him,  not 
having  aCted  in  Obedience  to  his 
Warrant.  It  was  therefore  deter¬ 
mined,  that  upon  the  whole  Cafe  the 
feveral  Matters  lo  produced  and 
proved  were  not  fufficient  to  barr  the 
faid  William  Huckell  of  his  ACtion. 
In  this  Caufe  therefore  there  were 
aho  Damages  given ;  to  which  a  Bill 

E  of 
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of  Exceptions  was  taken.  The  Dif¬ 
ference  between  thefe  two  Cafes 
fhould  be  carefully  diftinguifhed. 
In  the  latter  Cafe,  the  Legality  of 
the  Warrant  was  not  properly  per¬ 
haps  in  Iffue  before  the  Court :  The 
Defendants  flood  condemned  upon 
the  very  Face  of  the  T  ran  faction ; 
it  was  neceffary  for  them  to  prove 
that  they  had  adfed  under  the  War¬ 
rant,  before  they  could  reap  any 
Advantage  from  the  Legality  of  it. 

i 

In  the  other  Cale,  how  was  it  doBI- 

J  j. 

ble,  in  the  Name  of  Common  Senfe, 
to  come  to  any  Determination  upon 
the  Merits  of  that  Caufe,  without 
taking  into  Conlideration  the  only 
Objedt  of  it !  Had  the  Court  indeed 
admitted  the  Plea,  mentioned  in  the 
Bill  of  Exceptions,  in  harr  of  the 
i  Action, 
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Adion,  viz.  That  Lord  Hallifax , 
and  thofe  who  a  fled  under  his  War¬ 
rant,  were  entitled  to  the  Benefit  of 
particular  Ads  of  Parliament,  by 
which  alone  they  would  then  have 
been  entitled  to  a  Verdid  with  Colls, 
they  might  indeed  have  avoided  en¬ 
tering  into  the  Merits  of  the  Caufe 
before  them;  but  they  rejected  the 
Plea,  they  tried  the  Caufe,  and  gave 
Damages  for  the  Plaintiff.  Damages 
for  what  ?  Becaule  Lord 
was  or  was  not  a  Juftice  of  the 

peace?  Becaufe  he  ought  not  to 
have  been  made  Defendant,  where 
in  Fad  he  was  not  made  Defendant 
with  them  in  that  Adion  brought 
aaainft  them?  What  can  the  Author 

iD 

mean,  or  what  can  he  conceive  was 
in  Iffue  before  the  Court  when  thofe 

E  2  Damages 
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Damages  were  given,  if  the  Legality 
of  the  Warrant  was  not  before 
them  *  ? 

So 


*  In  order  to  give  the  Public  a  more  full  Idea 
of  the  Queftion,  it  is  necefiary  to  ftate  the  Afts 
of  Parliament  alluded  to,  concerning  the  Privi¬ 
leges  of  a  Juftice  of  Peace,  by  which  they 
will  perceive  how  little  that  could  be  made  the 
only  Queftion  in  legal  IJfue . 

By  the  yth  James  I.  if  any  Action  be  brought 
againft  a  Juftice  of  Peace  for  any  Thing  done 
in  his  Office,  he  may  plead  the  general  Iflfue, 
and  give  the  fpecial  Matter  in  Evidence  ;  i.  e, 
he  may^plead  Not  Guilty  to  the  whole  Charge, 
and  juftify  himfelf  upon  the  fpecial  Matter,  or 
the  peculiar  Circumftances  of  the  Cafe. 

By  the  21  ft  of  James  I.  fuch  Adtion  fhall 
not  be  laid  but  in  the  County  where  the  Fa£t  is 
committed. 

By  the  24th  of  George  II.  no  Writ  fhall  be 
fued  out  againft  a  Juftice  for  any  Thing  done 
by  him  officially,  without  Notice  in  Writing 
given  a  Month  before  the  fuing  out  the  fame, 
containing  the  Caufe  of  the  Aftion,  indorfed 
with  his  Name  and  Place  of  Abode ;  for  which 
he  fhall  be  liable  to  the  Fee  of  One  Shilling, 

and 


I 
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.  So  much  for  the  Matter  of  Fad  ' 
concerning  the  Proceedings  in  the 

Court 

and  no  more :  and  unlefs  it  fhall  appear  that 
fuch  Notice  was  given,  the  Juftice  fhall  be  en¬ 
titled  to  a  Verdict  and  Cofts.  The  Juftice 
may,  at  any  Time  within  one  Month  after 
fuch  Notice,  tender  Amends  to  the  Party  com- 
piaining;  and  if  it  fhall  appear  that  he  has 
offered  fufficient  Amends,  he  fhall  recover  a 
Verdidt  and  Cofts.  No  Evidence  fhall  be  ad¬ 
mitted  for  the  Plaintiff,  on  trial  of  any  Caufe 
of  Adlion,  except  fuch  as  is  contained  in  the 
Notice.  No  Action  fhall  be  brought  againft 
any  Conftable,  or  other  Officer ,  acting  in  Obedience 
to  the  Warrant  of  a  Juftice  of  Peace,  until  De¬ 
mand  hath  been  made  by  the  Party,  in  Form 
of  the  Perufal  and  Copy  of  fuch  Warrant,  and 
the  fame  has  been  refufed  or  negledted  for  the 
Space  of  fix  Days  after  fuch  Demand :  and  if, 
after  obtaining  fuch  Copy,  an  Adtion  be  brought 
without  making  the  Juftice  Defendant,  the  Jury 
fhall  give  the  Verdidt  for  the  Defendant,  on 
the  Warrant  being  produced  and  proved,  not- 
withftanding  any  Defedt  of  Jurifdidtion  in  the 
Juftice.  If  fuch  Adtion  be  brought  againft: 
the  Juftice  and  Conftable  jointly,  on  proof  of 
fuch  Warrant,  the  Jury  fhall  find  for  the  Con¬ 
ftable  : 
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Court  of  Common  Pleas,  which  I 
have  been  the  more  tedious  in  ex¬ 
plaining,  as  the  Defender  of  the 
Minority  feems  to  lay  fo  great  a  Strefs 
upon  that  Part  of  his  Argument. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  apply  this 
Reafoning  to  the  Condudt  of  the 
Majority,  who  ftand  accufed  of  hav¬ 
ing  had  Recourfe  to  this  fallacious 
Argument,  to  avoid  determining  this 
great  and  important  Queftion.  Af¬ 
ter  what  has  appeared  in  the  forego¬ 
ing  Pages,  I  flatter  myfelf  the 
Reader  will  think  there  was  fome 
reafon  to  enlarge  upon  “  the  Impro- 

ftable :  and  if  VerdiA  be  given  againft  the 
Juftice,  the  Cods  recovered  by  the  Plaintiff 
fhall  be  taxed  by  the  proper  Officer,  fo  as  to 
include  fuch  Cods  as  the  Plaintiff  is  liable  to 
pay  to  fuch  Defendant,  for  whom  fuch  Verdi<5t 

is  found. 


priety 
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priety  of  deciding  in  Parliament,  a 
Queftion  then  depending  in  a  Court 
of  Judicature they  may  be  inclin¬ 
ed,  perhaps,  notwithftanding  the 
contrary  Affertions,  to  acknowledge 
that  the  Queftion  was  then  depend¬ 
ing  ;  nay,  that  it  has  ftnce  been  ac¬ 
tually  decided  in  a  Court  of  Judica- 
ture.  If  it  had  not  been  in  Iflue, 
it  is  evident  it  was  in  the  Power  of 
any  one  of  the  Parties  adting  under 
that  Warrant,  to  have  brought  it 
into  Iftue  at  his  Option ;  and  that 

—  +  •  t  « 

Argument  alone  would  have  been 
fufficient  to  evince  the  Improprietv 
of  the  Interference  of  Parliament, 
unlefs  where  the  Neceflitv  of  fome 

j 

peculiar  Circumftances  had  abfolute- 
,  * 
ly  required  their  Interpolation.  What 

then,  fays  the  Defender,  has  Parlia¬ 


ment 
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ment  never  proceeded  to  examine 
into  Abufes  by  a  Motion  in  either 
Houfe,  to  exprefs  the  Senie  of  that 
Houfe  by  a  general  Refolution,  and 
upon  that  Refolution  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  f  Have  they  forgot  the  Cafe  of 
Lord  Chief  Juftice  Keeling ;  of  Lord 
T)anby\  of  Lord  Chief  Jufiice 
Scroggs  ;  and  of  Lord  Marlborough  f 
“  which  if  not  thought  appofite 
each  feparately  to  every  Point,  yet 
in  the  whole,  and  taken  together, 
is  conclufive  to  every  material  Cir- 
cumltance  in  the  Proceeding  of  laft 
Year  V  No :  the  Defender  may  be 
affined  thole  Cafes  are  not  forgot; 
but  though  this  kind  of  coliedive 
Precedent  may  be  very  conclufive  to 
our  Author,  and  to  the  Gentlemen 
of  the  Minority ;  yet  he  will  pardon 


me 
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me,  if  1  confefs  I  am  unable  to  per¬ 
ceive  how  thefe  Inftances,  which 
taken  feparately  are  moft  certainly 
nothing  to  the  Purpofe,  can  when 
bundled  together  become  appoiite  to 
the  prefent  Queftion.  Two  of  the 
Cafes  regard  the  Supreme  Judges  of 
a  Court  of  Judicature ;  one  wanton¬ 
ly  abufing  his  Authority,  and  per¬ 
verting  the  Law  to  the  Purpofes  of 
Vexation  and  Oppreffion ;  the  other 
pleading  Ufage  indeed  for  a  Practice* 
which  was  dangerous  to  the  Safety 
of  the  Subject,  but  which  was  by 
no  means  justified  by  the  Neceflities 
of  the  State :  both  fo  far  from  being 
in  a  Courfe  of  Trial,  that  they  were 
amenable  to  no  Court  or  Tribunal, 
but  to  the  great  Source  and  Guardians 

of  our  Law,  the  High  Court  of  Par- 

F  liament 
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liament  affembled.  The  two  other 
Cafes,  the  one  is  a  Cafe  of  High 
irealon  in  Lord  Marlborough 5  jfufL 
peeled  of  holding  Correfpondence 
with  Rebels  actually  in  Arms;  a 
Cafe  which,  if  I  underftand  any 
thing  of  the  Author’s  Realoning, 
he  does  not  himlelf  wifh  to  except 
from  the  Power  of  General  War¬ 
rants  .  the  other  is  the  Cafe  of  Lord 
Danby,  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of 


Commons,  who  at  the  Requeft  of 
his  Father  was  apprehended  by  Lord 
Nottingham ,  without  any  Colour  of 


a  Crime  alledged,  and  merely  from 
private  Family  Confiderations.  How 
any,  or  all  of  thefe  In  francos,  can 
be  applied  to  the  prefent  Cafe,  I  am 
at  a  Lofs  to  imagine ;  not  one  of 
them  in  a  Courle  of  legal  Deter- 


m  ination. 
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mination,  two  of  them  exempted 

**  f*  #1  * 

from  any  ordinary  Courfe  of  Law, 
and  the  other  two  Cafes  differing 

«S  v 

effentially  in  their  Nature  from  the 
Cafe  in  Queftiom  • 

The  Defender  of  the  Minority, 
upon  the  Strength  of  thefe  Prece- 
dents  however,  -fuch  as  they  are,  and 
upon  his  Reprefentation  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings  in  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  triumphs  not  a  little ;  and 
imagining  this  to  be  the  Fort  of  his 
Argument,  boldly  afferts,  “  that  the 
whole  Defence  of  that  Day  confided 
in  arguing  upon  the  Impropriety  of 
deciding  in  Parliament  a  Queftion 
then  depending  in  a  Court  of  Judi¬ 
cature.”  I  truft  I  have  faid  enough 
to  induce  my  Reader  to  be  of  Opi¬ 
nion,  that  had  there  been  no  other 

F  2  Argu,- 
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Argument  made  ufe  of  againft  fo 
hafty  a  Refolution,  it  would  alone 
have  been  fufficient,  unlefs  out¬ 
weighed  by  fome  very  important 
Neceffity.  But,  under  Favour  of  the 
Defender,  I  can  by  no  Means  agree 
that  the  whole  Defence  of  that  Day 
did  turn  upon  that  Point  alone.  I 
will  take  Leave  to  refrefh  his  Me¬ 
mory  with  fome  of  the  principal 
Arguments  which  I  conceive  to  have 
determined  the  Majority  upon  that 
Queftion.  In  the  firft  Place,  the 
little  Neceffity  there  appeared  at  that 
Time  of  examining  into  a  Power, 
which  could  not  be  decided  but  with 
the  utmoft  Gravity  and  Delibera¬ 
tion,  which  had  the  San&ion  of  un¬ 
interrupted  Ufage,  and  which  did 
not  appear  in  the  prelent  Inftance 

to 
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to  have  been  abided,  fince  it  Jiad 
not  been  made  ufe  of  to  entiap  or 
entangle  Innocence,  but  manifeflfy 
with  the  Intention  of  difcovering 
and  bringing  toPunifhment  a  daring 
and  dangerous  Offender.  The  In- 
fufficiency  and  Futility  of  the  Pro¬ 
portion,  which  might  ferve  to  alarm 
the  Jealoufies,  but  could  not  fecure 
the  Liberties  of  the  Subject;  whilft 
a  Refolution  upon  the  Journals,  con¬ 
fined  to  the  Cafe  of  feditious  Libels 
only,  left  the  Warrants,  in  all  other 
Cafes,  Fill  more  confirmed  and  au- 
thorifed  by  that  tacit  Approbation. 
That  the  Cafe  of  feditious  and  trea- 
fonable  Libels  was  fo  far  from  de- 
ferving  to  be  a  particular  Exception, 
that  there  are  few  Inftances  that 
more  ftrongly  juftify  the  Nccuiity 

of 
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of  the  Practice.  That  if  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  fhould  be  prevailed  up¬ 
on  to  pals  their  Cenfure  upon  fuch 
.Warrants,  by  their  Refolution,  and 
if  afterwards  the  Lords,  when  ap¬ 
pealed  to  in  their  judicial  Capacity, 
from  the  Decifion  of  the  Courts  be- 
low,  fhould  think  fit  to  confirm  the 
Practice,  and  to  -declare  the  Lega- 

O  s 
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lity  of  them,  one  of  thele  two  things 

4*-t 

muft  happen;  either  the  Courts  of 
Law  muft  be  divided  and  con¬ 
founded  in  their  Opinions,  or  the 
Dignity  of  the  Houle  of  Commons 
muft  fuffer  in  the  Negledt  and  Con- 
tempt  of  their  Refolution.  That  if 
the  Houle  thought  proper  to  take 
Cognizance  of  General  Warrants  at 
all,  and  to  difcufs  the  Legality  of 
them,  it  imported  them  to  go  fur¬ 
ther. 


[  39  ] 

ther,  to  probe  the  Evil  to  the  Bot¬ 
tom,  to  examine  it  with  all  the  So¬ 
lemnity  fo  great  a  Queflion  demand¬ 
ed,  to  form  the  whole  into  a  Law, 
which  fhould  henceforward  be  an 
effe&ual  Security  to  our  Freedom, 
and  an  unerring  Guide  to  all  future 
Ministers,  in  the  Exercile  of  a  very 
dangerous  dilcretionary  Power.  That 
in  order  to  this,  it  would  be  necef- 
fary  that  it  fhould  be  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  Houle,  in  the  Form  of  a 
Bill  for  regulating  the  Condud  of 
the  Secretaries  of  State  in  all  Cafes ; 
that  in  this  Form  it  might  be  duly 
weighed  in  the  feveral  Stages  of  the 
Bill;  the  Parts  of  it,  and  poiiible 
Cafes,  thoroughly  conlidered  ;  and 
tnat  when  it  was  perfected,  it  might 
be  determined,  not  by  the  bally, 

and 
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and  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  fay  fo, 
the  ineffectual  Refolution  of  one 
Houfe,  but  that  it  might  receive  the 
folemn  Sanction  of  the  Legillature, 

t 

and  pals  into  a  Law. 

Thefe  were  among  the  principal 
Arguments  that  were  urged  againft 
the  Motion,  and  which  occafioned 
the  Vote  by  which  the  Conlidera- 
tion  of  it  was  poftponed  for  four 
Months.  Whether  they  have  any 
Force  or  not  Mankind  will  judge  ; 
and  if  they  are  ferioufly  attended 
to,  I  need  not  fear  their  Decilion. 

With  regard  to  the  Bill  brougnt 
in  by  Sir  John  Phillips ,  in  Confe- 
quence  of  his  Engagement  for  that 
Purpofe,  it  is  very  well  known,  and 
indeed  it  did  occalion  lome  Sur- 
prife,  that  it  was  received  by  the 

Gentle- 
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Gentlemen  of  the  Minority  with  the 
ftrongeft  Degree  of  Prejudice  and 
Difguft.  Their  Reafons  for  it  they 
beft  know :  certain  it  is  they  did  not 
then  affign  the  Reafon  given  by  the 
Defender  j  they  did  not  then  leem 
afraid  to  bind  the  Faculties  of  Go- 
vernment  too  tight,  and  to  gain 
more  to  the  Caufe  of  Liberty  than 
they  defired.  But  it  feenis  they 
could  not  regulate  what  they  did 
not  allow  to  exift.  What  wretched 
quibbling  upon  Words!  They  could 
endeavour  to  regulate  the  Conduit 
of  Secretaries  of  State,  by  an  in¬ 
effectual  Refolution  of  one  fioufe  5 
but  when  it  was  offered  them  to  re¬ 
gulate  the  Practice  effe&ually,  by  a 
Bill  founded  on  the  Words  even  of 

their  oven  Motion ,  if  they  had  dif— 

G  liked 
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iiked  that  of  Sir  John  Philips ,  they 
could  not  con  fen  t  to  regulate  what 
they  did  not  allow  to  cxift.  •  They 
had  calculated  their  Relolution  to 
fuch  a  Nicety,  that  that  only  was 
Security  to  Liberty ;  the  Alteration 
of  an  iota  in  Matter  or  in  Form  fruf- 
trated  their  Intentions  for  the  pub¬ 
lic  Welfare. 

1  >64  *  t 

fhe  Defender  of  the  Minority  in¬ 
deed  has  had  Recourle  to  one  Me¬ 
thod  of  gaining  the  Public  on  his 
Side,  which  be  will  permit  me  to 
fay  is  neither  fair  nor  judicious,  fince 
with  whatever  Art  and  Skill  it  may , 
have  been  practised,  the  Fallacy  of 
it  appears  too  openly  to  have  any 

Effete  upon  an  unprejudicedReader. 
He  has  hi  ppo  fed  an  Inftance,  which 
he  had  no  Caufe  to  fjppofe,  •  of. 

Griev- 
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Grievance  and  Oppreffion ;  he  has 
drawn  a  Character  in  the  moil  flat- 
tering  Colours,  whether  real  or  fifti- 
tious  he  belt  knows,  to  engage  the 
Affection  of  his  Reader :  he  applies 
that  Character  to  a  Writing  which, 
give  me  Leave  to  fay,  fuits  as  little 
with  it  as  Falfehood  and  Mi  fre pre¬ 
fen  tation  do  with  Candour  and  In¬ 
tegrity,  or  Blundering  and  Ignorance 
with  Knowledge  and  Ability  :  And 
he  then  fuppofes  that  which  has 
never  yet  been  called  a  feditious  or 
treasonable  Libel,  to  be  treated  as  a 
feditious  or  treafonable  Libel ;  he 
heightens  his  Picture  with  every  Cir- 
cumftance  of  Alluflon,  of  Sacks,  and 
Papers,  and  Meflengers,  and  then  fets 
himfelf  to  argue  upon  what — upon 
the  Phantom  of  his  own  Imagina- 

G  2  tion. 


[  44  ] 

tion.  What  is  this  but  trying  to 

4 

alarm  our  Pafiions,  when  he  fears 
he  has  not  yet  convinced  our  Rea¬ 
son.  A  Secretary  of  State,  as  any 

* 

private  Subject  may  do,  may  violate 
the  Laws  of  his  Country,  may  be 
guilty  of  Oppreftion  and  Injuftice ; 
but  if  he  does  it,  he  does  it  at  his 
Peril:  the  Times  are  not  likely  to 
wink  at  Violence :  till  a  Minifler 
has  been  proved  guilty  of  Injuftice, 
we  have  no  Right  to  apprehend  it 
from  him ;  when  he  ftands  con¬ 
victed  of  it,  there  are  Laws  that  will 
know  how  to  reach  him.  On  the 
other  Hand,  when  the  Author  of  the 
Budget ,  be  he  whom  he  will,  chufes 
to  amufe  himfelf  with  writing  trea- 
fonable  and  feditious  Libels  againft 
the  Peace  and  Quiet  of  the  State, 

the 
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the  State  will  take  Cognizance  of 
him,  I  make  no  doubt,  as  oi  any 
other  common  Offender.  So  long 
as  he  confines  himfeif  to  political, 
but  lawful  Difquifitions,  perfonal  In¬ 
decency  and  contumelious  Expref- 
fions,  will,  I  truft,  be  forgiven  him, 
and  will  be  attributed  to  fome  Wri¬ 
ter  whofe  Acrimony  flows  from  a 
Heart  con  fumed  with  Envy,  Spleen, 
Conceitednefs  and  Self-Importance, 
from  one  who  has  been  taught  to 
think  himfeif  a  Statefman,  and  wfeo 
would  be  too  happy  to  be  able  to 
think  himfeif  a  Minifter. 

The  Public  have  now  before  them 
the  Arguments  on  both  Sides,  and 
I  fhould  not  hefitate  to  make  my 
Appeal  to  them,  if  they  could  re- 
.  ceive  an  Appeal,  where  Parliament 

has 
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has  already  given  its  Decihon.  They 
have,  perhaps,  expe&ed  to  hear  from 
the  Defender  a  regular  and  alarming 
Syftem  laid  open  to  them,  by  which 
an  arbitrary  Adminiftration  had  en¬ 
deavoured  to  overthrow  the  Bui- 
wark  of  their  Liberties:  that  the 


Privileges  of  Parliament  had  been 
daringly  violated;  that  fome  dan¬ 
gerous  Innovations  had  been  at¬ 
tempted  to  annihilate  Magna  Char- 
ta ,  the  Habeas  Corpus ,  or  fome 
other  Pillar  of  the  Conftitution :  in 
fluort,  that  fome  innocent  Man  had 
been  opprefled  by  arbitrary  Vio¬ 
lence,  Tyranny,  and  Perfecution, 
This  indeed  might  juflify  the  Lan¬ 
guage  that  has  been  held,  and  tire 
Spirit  which  has  been  endeavoured 
to  be  infufed  into  the  Nation. — 
4  What 
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What  will  they  find  as  the  Objedf  of 
fo  much  Alarm  and  Jealoufy?  An 
Adminiliration  vindicating  the  Dig¬ 
nity  of  the  Crown,  the  Authority 
of  Parliament,  and  the  public  Peace 
and  good  Order  of  the  State.  Not 
innovating,  not  proceeding  with 
Hade  or  Violence,  but  fubmitting 
their  Judgments  to  the  Practice  of 
their  Predeceffors  in  Office;  exert¬ 
ing  fuch  Powers  only  as  had  been 
eftablifhed  by  repeated  Ufage,  which 
had  frequently  appeared  before  Courts 
°f  Judicature,  had  never  been  quef- 
tioned  in  them,  but  by  the  Pra&ice 
of  thole  Courts  had  been  acknow¬ 
ledged  and  confirmed.  Powers 
which  the  beft  Friends  to  Liberty 
had  never  fcrupled  to  exercile,  and 
which  the  moft  violent  Affertors  of 

regal 
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regal  Authority  had  never  dared  to 
abufe :  They  will  find  the  Objedl 
of  the  Complaint  fuch  as  even  Party 
is  become  ambitious  of  dilclaiming ; 
and  the  Offence  of  fo  public  and  fo 
heinous  a  Nature,  that  Parliament 
has  paffed  upon  it  unanimoufly  the 
fevereft  Cenfure.  Where  then  is 
the  Grievance,  where  then  is  the 
Foundation  of  fo  much  Clamour? 
Have  the  Officers  in  the  Execution 
of  thefe  Warrants  undefignedly  mif- 
taken  the  Objects  of  them?  Will 
the  Parties  aggrieved  deny  that  they 
have  had  ample  Satisfa&ion  ?  Have 
they  ignorantly  exceeded  the  Powers 
of  the  Warrant  in  a  fingle  Circum- 
ftance  ?  If  they  have,  the  Law  is 
open  j  no  Minifter  dentes  to  Icreen 

them  from  the  Law ;  the  Law  knows 

how 
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how  to  punifh  and  redrefs.  What 
then  does  the  whole  Charge  amount 
to  ?  It  amounts  at  laft  to  this  hngle 
Propofition ;  that  they  did  not  fuffer 
themfelves  to  be  the  Dupes  of  a 
Party,  in  acquiefcing  in  a  Refolu- 
tion  that  they  thought  neither  condu¬ 
cive  to  private  Liberty,  or  confident 

with  public  Security. 

After  all  that  has  been  faid,  is  it 
pofiible  for  me  to  difmifs  my  Read¬ 
ers,  without  lamenting,  moft  feri- 
oufly  lamenting,  the  unhappy  Tem¬ 
per  of  the  Times?  -Exhaufted  by  a 
bloody  and  expenfive  War,  not  to 
make  Ufe  of  peevifh  or  harfli  Ex- 
preffions,  which  may  point  out,  but 
will  not  remedy  paft  Evils;  bur¬ 
dened  with  grievous  but  neceffary 
Taxes  at  Home;  hated  and  envied 
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for  our  Succeffes  abroad;  with  an 
Ambition  murmuring  that  we  pof- 
fefs  no  more,  yet  perhaps  unable 
to  maintain  or  occupy  what  we  pof- 
fefs ;  threatned  with  Evils,  which 
our  united  Strength  can  fcarce  avert, 
and  which  our  domeftic  Dilcord  may 
too  quickly  haften ;  in  this  Situation, 
is  it  a  Time  for  private  Jealoufies, 
private  Difcontents,  and  private  In- 
terefts  to  confume  the  Interval  that 
Peace  affords  us !  Is  this  a  Time  to 
refufe  Affiftance  to  the  Public,  and 
to  endeavour  by  every  Artifice  to 
fru Urate  the  Affiftance  which  is 
offered  to  it  by  others  ?  To  fow  the 
Seeds  of  Diffidence  and  groundlefs 
Apprehenfion;  to  encourage  Mur¬ 
murs,  and  to  excite  Refiftance  againft 
Parliamentary  Impofitions  ?  To  di- 
3  vide 
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vide  again  the  united  Kingdoms? 
To  revive  the  Diftin&ions  of  Party ; 
wantonly  to  found  the  Alarm  of  Pri¬ 
vilege  and  Prerogative,  of  Whig  and 
Tory,  when  the  Wifdom  and  Good- 
nefs  of  the  common  Father  of  his 
People  had  perfected  the  happy 

Union  of  his  Subjects  ? - If  there 

are  any  amongft  them  who  are  not 
quite  devoted  to  the  cry  of  Faction  ; 
who  are  yet  fenjible  to  the  Feelings , 
and  open  to  the  Call  of  their  Coun¬ 
try ;  let  them  in  time  refped  her 
Diftrefles;  fufpend,  at  lead:,  their 
Difcord  and  Ambition ;  disappoint 
the  Malice  of  our  Enemies;  confirm 

N  • 

the  Glories  we  have  acquired;  and 
no  longer  endeavour,  by  the  Trea¬ 
chery  of  inteftine  Divifions,  to  ac¬ 
complish  what  the  united  Powers  of 
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Europe  by  open  Force  have  in  vain 

For  once  let  a  true 
Public  Spirit  prevail  over  Intereft, 
Prejudice,  and  Paffion,  and  unite, 
for  a  Time  at  leaft,  the  inconftant 
Patriots  of  this  inconftant  Country. 


THE  END, 
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